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To~ The Commission

We think that the proposed rule changes will cause an
excessive burden on the users of Public Safety and Commercial Two
Way Radio. If Part 90 is replaced by Part 88 as it was drafted,
users will have to extensively modify their radio systems, or in
some cases replace them. In the case of Government and Public
s,~.fety it me·9n<..; thi:.t J"•. .u.....J~!2.i:.gL~t. 1;'Ji11 foot: th€~ b:i.ll to j"'I!!!plac:e
them. In the case of Commercial radio systems, It means that
users will be forced to modify or replace a radio system that, in
most cases works fine.
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of Part 88 is to free up part of the radio spectrum for new
users. That is fine in itself, but it is not right to make
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them. It appears that narrow banding is the best way, and 90in9
to 12.54 KHz spacing may be possible. Narrowing the bandwidths
to 6.25 KHz and 5 KHz will cause users to drastically modify
their equipment or replace it if conversion is not possible. We
think that will be an unreasonable requirement.

The idea of users funding the equipment (onversion by
reassigning part of an existing wideband channel is not right.
These frequencies are not theirs to assign. Things like this
would lead to turning usable frequencies into an uncontrolled,
1..1n lie e '1", sed me s s· •
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service area, 8laine County in South central Idaho, is a large
area with signal coverage problems because of mountainous
terraln. If transmitter power is limited to reduce service
areas to 50 miles for co-channel separation, many of the systems
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handicapped. areas in which people depend on two-way
communications for public safety and to facilitate commerce will
no lon']er be covered. This will be counter to the fuel
conservation effort, because we will be driving around our
coverage area to find a place where the radio will work or a pay
flhone.

We su']gest that there be a compromise proposal for ERP/HAAT
limits for use in rural areas.
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being monopolized by large companies squeezing out and
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way of naturally replacing the old in the electronics market.
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is good and we would support that-
The promotion of interoperability appears to be useful for

communication between different types of public agencies- we
would support the creation of a few channels for the sole purpose
of mu. t u.:~. 1 <:~. :i. d.
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Exclusive Use Overlay (EUO) will obviously favor large licensees
Small individual licensees will be edged out and have to
subscribe to large service providers-
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(vertical loading), rather than .be assigned separate channels
(horizontal loading)- This would make available channels to
conventional systems overcrowded- Assignment without regard to
eligibility would lump together diverse types of users making the
frequencies chaotic-
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systems to conform to narrow band requirements will not be as
simple as reducing transmitter deviation- While that may conform
t j'" <3. 'CI S mit t t:~ I'" 5 tot h e '1"1 f.' ~.J ',". 1J 1 e" ~'::..:'i..~L:t t:~..!I! ~]J~L.?:;~~t.i!lU IN :i. :I. 1 to e d e 'J i'" .:i:i d f:, d
with lower receiver levels.
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country recoverlng from a recession and faced with paying off a
huge deficit. We don't need this additional burden. It is ;:.
burden from the aspect of both paying for the changes and
limitin'] the usefulness of existing communication systems-

Please keep the small radio system user in rural areas like
ours in mind while enacting new rules.

Respectfully submitted,


